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OTHER MONSTERS FROM CANADA AND INDIA 





LAKE MONSTER IS OLD TIMER 


Cowichan Lake, B.C. (CP) Cowichan Lake's 
mysterious monster is not new to long time lake 
residents despite the fact it suddenly bounced 
into the news last week. Dr. Clifford Carl, 
former lake resident, said sightings of it were 
common until some 20 years ago. 


Logger Abe Johnson, 80, last week re- 
ported the monster towed him around the lake in 
his rowboat and finally streaked for the bottom 
in a deep part of the lake, breaking his 60- 
pound-test line like thread. Johnson now has 
set out eight three-inch hooks baited with 
meat. And this time he's taking no chances - 
the lines ere anchored to shore with wire. 


(Guelph Daily Mercury, Oct. 8/59). 


THE MISSING MONSTER AT KOTAL LAKE 





New Delhi (AP) - What is 20 feet long, 
brick red with white spots, and hisses eas it 
foams through the water? The men who hunt 
fowl in Kotal Lake 25 miles south of New Delhi 
don't know, but they say that's what has been 
frightening off sportsmen. The one-foot-—wide 
thing, variously described as a monster or 
dragon, is believed by villagers to have been 
washed down from the surrounding hills in 
last year's floods. Some hunting guides plan 
to bait a large hook with a dead duck in an 
effort to catch it. 

(Halifax Chronicle Herald, Oct.10/59). 
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THE LOCH NESS MONSTER | 





by Patrick Murray 


(The following article contains the text of a lecture 
given to the Atlantis Research Centre, at Enfield, on 
26th September 1959, by Patrick Murray of Edinburgh, 
who is a well known authority on the question). 


The argument may be stated briefly. In the north 
of this overcrowded island an enclosed body of water, 
with no free access to the sea, holds a large aquatic 
animal totally unknown to Science. It is not less than 
fifteen feet long - but may well be thirty or forty. 

Its most prominent features are a small head, a longish 
neck, bulky body, four flippers and a shortish tail. It 
has the curious trick of altering the contour of its 
back at will, so that it appears in varying numbers of 
humps. It has a white stripe down its throat. Its eyes 
are oval; its head doglikee It has no ears, though it 
sometimes displays two snail-like antennae. On occasion 
it has been known to display a most curious crest, run- 
ning down the back. It is capable of enormous speed in 
the water. It sometimes comes on land It is uncertain 
how many there are, but two and sometimes three have been 
seen at once. There is a single, but excellent, evid- 
ence for there being young. 

I propose to discuss the probabilities of this 
question, and to compare the sightings with those of 
other aquatic monsters. But first it would be as well 
if some of the dead wood which has cluttered up the sub- 
ject since the thirties be removed. 

Is it possible for there to be such a situation? 

If it is possible, how is it that the mystery should 
have remained so long, in the face of our Tribal Wise 
‘Men, and the multiple instruments with which our 
civilisation has transformed itself within the last 
twenty years. This is the Crux of the whole Loch Ness 
question, to say nothing of many others. 


Now the evidence for the Monster is both clear and 
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overwhelming. There is also very much more that has 
never come to light due to the perfectly justifiable 
fear of ridicule. The obscuranticism which surrounds 
the Monster is partly due to an atavistic fear of 
mystery, and partly to the bigotry of the scientists, 
naturalists and pundits who approached the question in 
the early thirties. In fact, the scientist and the 
Public in effect combined in a conspiracy to defeat the 
spread of knowledge. Why? 

If this matter had been approached correctly in 
the early 1930s it is not unlikely that one of the most 
interesting occurrences of Scientific Natural History 
would have cheered up those dreary and largely improduct- 
ive years. Instead, because scientists didn't stop to 
think, to study the evidence, snd to remember what has 
been so often told them in the past - that they don't 
know everything - the Loch Ness Monster was laughed out 
of court, and only Now is 4 true scientific interest 
being shown in it. 

I have a pleasant memory of the Director of a 
Natural History Section of a certain famous Museum 
assuring me that there couldn't possibly be such an 
animal because when he was called in to examine a well- 
attested case of a mermaid in a harbour he found it 
was unly a baby white whale. Because the public was 
wrong then, it must always be wrong. Boulenger, 
Director of the Zoological Society's Aquarium said out- 
right that the Monster was mass hallucination. Just 
thate Graham Keir, in the chair of Zoology of Glasgow 
University, stigmatised all statements made about the 
Monster as being “absurd”. These sweeping judgements, 
might have come from the complacent windbags of 19th 
Cent. Science instead of the supposedly open minds of 
the 20th. 

The Tribal Wise Men, having signally failed to 
explain the Monster in the first place, and to agree on 
a standard euphemism in the second, it is left to a 
betrayed Public to form its own confusions. In gencral 
people take refuge from thoughts of the Monster by 
suppressing within themselves mankind's last true adven- 
ture, the sense of wonder. Frightened to accept its 
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uncertainty they protect themselves by assuming there 

is no uncertainty. Nothing, or very little, they hope, 
occurs in today's complex world which world's technology 
cannot immediately resolve .-. to everybody's relief. 
Somewhere, they are convinced, for every strange occur- 
rence there exists a special organisation .«-- presumably 
State Aided ... which is waiting like a fire engine to 
rush upon the wonder and quench it: immediately expos- 
ing it as the Peppers Ghost it really is. If in the 
face of this public need for protection the mystery 
persists, like Loch Ness, then it can only be folly, 
gross ignorance, or journalistic sensationalism. No 
Monster could possibly exist because the World, as never 
before, is specially geared to deal with the Unlikely. 

Nothing could be further from the truth. So can- 
alised is our specialised knowledge, our skill and our 
equipment today that the Abnormal has as great a chance 
of survival as ever it had in the Dark Ages of Mediaeva- 
lism or the sinister shadows of the Victorian World. 

So long as it doesn't interfere with the flow of traffic, 
the reception of TV, or frighten a shop steward the Abnormal 
is reasonably safee In 1940 a Home Guard patrol found 2 
crashed aeroplane and its dead pilot on a hillside in 
the Cairngorms. It had been there since 1918 or 1919, 
but since it had never obtruded itself, it might have 
been lying there yet, but for the incidence of a major 
Ware Early in the 1930s an unusually low tide, in, I 
think Portsmouth Harbour, uncovered the bones of a priv- 
ate of Marines. What signalises his grip on the true 
secret of the Abnormal is that he had been lying there, 
hidden by 2. few inches of water, since the late 18th 
century. If that aeroplane required a major war to 

draw the attention of Man, the All-knowing, that un- 
fortunate marine went very much better. In his case, 
since it was a tidal matter, it may be truthfully said 
that it required the moon. ; 

Now the marine andthe pilot of the aeroplane, being 
dead, implied the min mum of embarrassment, though not 
of reproach, to the livinge When the Abnormal is also 
alive then its discovery produces embarrassment plus. 


Then follows an instinctive effort on the part of Society 
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to rationalise it out of sight ... and so of mind. A 
month or so ago a badger was found wandering in one of 
the most built up parts of Edinburgh. Nobody claimed 

it and the Police, driven mad by the utter simplicity 

of the problem, stated that it had fallen from a balcony. 
Their reason, if you can call it that, appears to be 
that as there were no gardens in the neighbourhood, and 
nobody would possibly keep a badger in a factory, or the 
narrow confines of slum property, the animal must have 
been kept on a balcony, from which it fell. 

The public received the explanation thankfully, 
and the mystery was accordingly abolished. It was quite 
useless to point out that just as certainly as there were 
no gardens in the area, there were no balconies either. 
That was not acceptable: Authority had come to the 
rescue of a city menaced by the horrors of the Unknown, 
and once more the Babbits were safe. 

Nevertheless, the question remains: where had the 
badger come from? It was an obviously wild animal, in 
perfect condition ... I saw it .e- and it was in that 
state of exasperation and fright one normally associates 
with animals just brought into captivity. It was caught 
a hundred yards or so from the gates of a large 
Edinburgh park, and anyone familiar with the almost un- 
canny secrecy of badgers can realise, that if it had 
only had the sense to stay in the park nobody would ever 
have known anything about ite In other words, an animal 
as big as a sheep can live unobserved almost in the 
middle of a city of 400,000 people. But though that 
particular badger blundered, the colonies secret is i 
quite safe. I am @ director of the Zoo, connected with 
the Animal Genetics side of the University, and friendly 
with the natural history section of the Royal Scottish 
Museum, but at various committee meetings, conferences 
and social occasions, I only met one person who guessed 
where the badger came from. Everybody else, scientists 
to a man, accepted the balcony story. 

If a badger can live in a square mile of rocky 
ground in a city which prides itself on its alertness, 
its education and its scientific outlook, does it not 
seem reasonable that some other animal also dares to 
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live unobserved, or reasonably so, but this time in 

two cubic miles of water, and in a truly wild part of 

the country? Whether or not the animal may be known to 
Science does not affect the question. Or can Scientists 
give us a definite assurance that they know everything...e? 
Not in as many words perhaps, but I suspect the 
instinctive belief is there. 

The real problem - which I don't wish to develop 
just now — is not whether there is only ONE large animal 
unknown to Science in the world today, but just HOW 
many are there? There are several Scottish inland waters 
which hold animals in all respects similar to that of 
Loch Nesse There are several lakes in Ireland, and 
others throughout the world. Identical, or at least 
rehated animals have been reported from almost every sea 
in the world except the Caspian. But there are also re- 
ports of animals which make the Loch Ness creature seem 
positively pedestrian. What are you to make of the 
turtle-like creature sixty feet long by forty broad, 
first reported in 1883, but back in the news again in 
1956? And can you be sure that the Kraken - that animal 
so big that unwitting sailors land on it - can you guar- 
antee it never existed? It was seen in the North West 
of Scotland, and sworn to on oath - in 1775, or was it 
last seen then? There are several 19th century accounts 
of what could only have been the Kraken, and there is a 
fantastic one of its appearance in New Zealand seas in 
the late 1950s. 

Now any scientist will tell you that these are all 
longshoremen's tales; mere idle gossipe Why don't the 
bodies come ashore, he askse All we want is a bit of 
skin, a tooth, anything. How is it no trained natural- 
ist has ever seen one of these abnormalities you talk 
about? 

Let's look at those questions. First of all bodies 
have come ashore, but even if they never had, it wouldn't 
prove that unknown animals couldn't exist. I've been 
told, though naturally I can't verify it, that nobody 
has ever been a dead crocodile. At least it must be an 
exceptionally rare sight: but that proves nothing about 
the existence or otherwise of crocodilese The same with 
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a dead elephant: its so rare that the yarn of the 
elephants' burial ground was an inevitable assumption; 
in your own experience, how many of you have ever seen 
a dead fish; naturally dead, that is. But what we are 
dealing with in this problem is the vastness of the sea, 
the rarity of the animal, and the extreme unlikelihood 
of one coming ashore AND being recognised for what it is 
in time for know-all to reach it and explode its anony- 
mitye About three days is as much as carcases seem to 
last on the seashore: then fundamental changes set ine 
I've said that bodies do come ashore. But instead 
of the mystery being tackled squarely, its either muffed 
completely or ducked. In or about 1935 a carcase came 
ashore on Prince Edward Island in Canada. It was des- 
cribed by a local natural history museum curator as 
that of a shark common to the surrounding waters. As 
it so plainly wasn't, care was taken to see that bits 
of it reached more discriminating hands. I don't know 
that a final decision has ever been reached about that 
mysterious carcase, but I have been told that it was 
that of a Steller's Seacow, a twenty five foot relative 
of the dugongs and manatees, which only reach a length 
of about six feet. Steller's Seacow, incidently, has 
always been asserted to have become extinct about 1790. 
In 1956 a gigantic body came ashore on the coast 
of Alaska. Its length was 100 ft, its breadth was 15 ft, 
and its head was 435 ft between the eyes, the total width 
being 54 ft. An interesting point is that it was covered 
with hair, which means that it was & mammal. Beyond the 
fact that “exverts" - whatever that might imply - admit- 
ted that its description fitted no known animal, pre- 
historic or present day, I never heard that they so 
much as speculated or even showed the slightest interest. 
My first illustration shows a scene from an in- 
cised Eskimo bone from the Bay of Alaska. It's not a 
drawing of a whale, because whale hunting was shown on 
the same bone, I have included a fragment of one of the 
sequences from the hunt in the top left hand corner. 
No! This plainly shows a party of eskimo in one of 
their skin boats, the umyak, attacking a: long-nsecked, 
hump-backed monster. This sounds familiar: we're back 
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at Loch Ness. Loch Ness itself is a most interesting 
study. As seen from the map, it lies along the line of 
the Great Glen, the Great Caledonian Fault which cuts 
Scotland in two. The loch itself is about 22 miles long, 
with an average width of about a mile: at its widest it is 
about a mile and a half. It has a superficial area of 
about 30 sq miles, and an evening's stroll round its 
shores is a little matter of some seventy miles. It is 
very deep, in some places being up to 600 or 700 feet a 
quarter of a mile from the shore. At its greatest depth 
it is 750 ft. Although it has the largest concentration 
of fresh water in the British Isles, about 2 cubic miles, 
it is not the deepest lake. It is a very bad second to 
Loch Morar, about 20 miles to its westward, which has the 
extraordinary depth of 1,017 feet, a drop not attained un- 
til you go westwards again for nearly a hundred miles to 
the Continental Shelf. Incidently, Loch Morar also has a 
Monster. 

Loch Ness, due to the remarkably small superficial 
surface it exposes to the air, never freezes. It's average 
temperature is usually in the forties and very rarely be- 
low 35° Fahrenheit and plants which even in the south of 
England have to be taken from the ground in winter, can be 
left bedded out the year round It's sides are rocky, 
often precipitous, and except at either end where there 
are beaches, difficult of access. Although there are 
roads on both sides it is probably safe to say that about 
a half only of the water is under normal observation. This 
is due to trees, walls, the lie of the ground and the 
extreme steepness of the shore in many places. Its bottom 
is peat-mud, stiff yellow clays, gravels and bare rock. I 
believe that not all of it has been explored. It is not 
overlooked by any village, all of which are set well back, 
and only partly by Fort Augustus. The same applies to the 
houses of the neighbourhood, and only one hotel actually 
overlooks the water. 

Eeels, sea trout and salmon up to 30 lbs are taken 
from it, and all fish are in excellent condition. It is 
not certain how long it has been a fresh water loch, but 
the raised beaches on the nearby coast point to a land 
emergence at the end of the Ice Age. Its level is normally 
about fifty feet above that of the sea, Loch Morar being 
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_ OTHER MONSTERS 
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80 ft. There is a legend that its underwater walls are 
honeycombed with vast caverns, but as the most part of 
the surrounding country is granite, this is unlikely. 

Disregarding, then, reports about underground cav- 
erns or passages, there are only three entrances to the 
loch from the seas At its northern end there are the 
parallel waterways of the River Ness and the Caledonian 
Canal leading to Inverness and the Moray Firth, and at 
its southern end is the Caledonian Canal. again leading 
to the Beauly Firth and the Irish Sea. Rivers and streams - 
fall into the Loch, but they are in a sense only water- 
coursese The Canals, at both ends of the Loch, contain 
@ succession of lock gates, with small sluices, and the 
Canal staff are on constant watch to observe the water 
closely, since most of the timberwork is 150 years old. 
It is generally assumed that nothing larger thon a salmon 
could use the canal unobserved. 

‘The River Ness, which is the outflow of the Loch 
into the North Sea, is five miles long, with an average 
width of about fifty yards. Its depth varies and many 
parts of the channel are cut up or blocked at low water 
by bars and rockse In flood it runs about five feet 
deep, and there is no doubt that a strong and determined 
animal, could negotiate the river. It would however be 
under constant risk of observation, including its 
journey through the centre of Inverness, and could hardly 
hope to escape detection. Bar one curious incident, which 
occurred in 1932, there is no case of anything been seen 
in the river. (This is simply something unexplainable: 

a witness saw an animal which was about 6-8 feet long, 
had a short neck and long toothed-jaws. Of course, it's 
all nonsense, there isn't such an animal, and this river 
Sighting must remain a mystery. Except that the ship 
Sacramento saw one in 1877 as shown in the second 
illustration. In 1915 the German submarine that sunk 

the Iberian saw an identical creature hurled above the 
surface of the water by an underwater explosion in the 
sinking ship. The Meria Monster, was about 130 feet long. 

A common sight, and one that has been frequently 
photographed. It is apparently the wave made by a large 
body speeding just under the surface of the water. The 
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wash of some of these passages has been known to travel 

for quite some distance and to break upon the shore with 
considerable violence. Now it may be that this is a mere 
freak of water movemente Possible? But in picture three 
you have something solid actually breaking the surface of 
the water. I add in my own defence that this is from a 

"still", from a small movie camera, taken:20 odd years ago. 

But picture four is an altogether different matter. 
This again is from a photographe It doesn't seem to fit 
into any known pattern of the Monster, except that it 
frequently splashes violently, but whatever it is, 
Monster or not, it's no sort of thing to be taking place 
in a respectable, sabbath-keeping Scottish water. 

As an odd sidelight on that splashing in picture 
five, is a tracing of a drawing made by a witness. In 
this case a violent splashing was observed at the side 
of the moving body. This argues fins, and fairly large 
ones, at that. 

The bulky body shown in picture six is not uncom- 
monly seene Normally this is the sort of view that is 
gained of it, and people constantly refer to it as re- 
sembling an upturned boat, or the back of an old horse. 
In this particular case the animal was threshing about 
in a welter of foam. Indeed, it is this violent dis- 
turbance of the water that constantly attracts attention 
to it. If it had been quiet it would never have been 
noticede But arising from this picture, again made 
from a sketch by a witness, one comes to the biggest 
mystery of all. The picture clearly shows a large, 
domed back. But the observation most commonly made of 
all large unknown Sea Monsters, and here I take in the 
analogous problem of the Sea Serpent, is the row of 
humpse This picture could have been used for The New 
England Sea Serpent of 1817, the animal seen off Arisaig 
in Nova Scotia, 1844, the animal seen in Loch Hourn, 
between Skye and the mainland, in 1872, it could be 
Mhorag, the Beast of Loch Mhorar, or it could be any of 
perhaps a thousand sightings of the Loch Ness animal. 
It could be applied to some Irish sightings, and to many 
Norwegian ones. 

They are seen motionless; they are seen drifting; 
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speeding; turning; and, most puzzling of all, they 

are seen to change their number. They seem to vary from 
three or four up to as much as twenty on the same animal. 
They are true humps, and not, fins. Fins on animals backs 
form a species by themselves. 

The most famous Fin picture is shown in number 7, 
because its the one that rattles the conventional 
scientist is the oblong fin, at the base of the long neck, 
on the animal which rose out of the Brazilian depths under 
the astonished expressions of two trained naturalists: 
Meade-Waldo and M.J. Nicolls, on the yacht Valhalla. Both 
were members of the Zoological Society, who printed their 
report in the Proceedings for 1906. 

Normally, the fin is triangular as shown in picture 
eight. In 1877 the Royal Yacht Osborne saw what was des- 
cribed by its officers as a “ridge of fins", but the 
curious thing is that they do not appear to have belonged 
to the monster which seconds after their disappearance, 
rose into sight. The fins were some six to eight feet 
high, and lenth of the ridge 30-40 feet. But these dis- 
appeared and their place was taken by a huge animal, 
perhaps 150 ft long, or more, resembling a vast seal with | 
a long thin neck. 

Another triangular fin was that of the creature | 
seen by H.M.S. Hilary, in 1917, as shown in picture 9. 

This animal showed about 60 feet of itself, beginning 
with a curious, cow-like head, and ending with a tri- 
angular fin about four feet high: the drawing is not 
to scalee The rest of the body was under water. This 
fin was seen broadside and end on and is described as 
being thin, with its top drooping like a terrier's ear. 

Sometimes the fin is thorn-shaped, as in picture 10, 
and the best example of that type is on "Caddy", short 
for Cadborosaurus, the Sea Monster seen in Cadboro Bay, 
British Columbiae This animal is duplicated, or reason- 
ably so, by one observed by a Sea Serpent seen near 
Galveston in 1872. Rudyard Kipling, wrote a story about 
Sea Serpents, called "A Matter of Fact". It was gener- 
ally supposed that this story was inspired by the fact 
that he was on the “Armadale Castle" when she ran down 
and killed a 57 foot beast, in 1905. Conventionalists 
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laughed off the animal as a whale or a shark. But it was 
fixed to the vessel's stem for about fifteen minutes, and 
a drawing, from details given by the ship's captain, shows 
an animal like neither whale nor shark. It had one of 
these thorn-like fins. 

The Monster of Loch Ness has, however, only rarely 
shown these appendages. All sketches of his humps are 
quite specific. Normally, the humps are grawn as though 
they were complete semi-circles, but those who observe 
them closely enough show that they vary as in picture 11. 
However, there was a very revealing photograph taken in 
1956, reproduced in picture 42 and this indicates that. 
they can be almost triangular. The mystery of these 
humps is ost intriguing. A witness, who actually 
watched the Monster ashore sunning itself, saw the back 
altering its shape, apparently at will. On another occas- 
ion a very close observation of the animal while it was it 
was in the water betrayed the fact that the larger of two 
humps was vibrating back and forth with great rapidity. 

Many years ago, in an article published by the 
Strand Magazine on Sea Serpents, I advanced the theory 
that these humps were air sacs. I'd nothing to go on - 
it was sheer despair, and I admitted as much at the time. 
Recently, in a quite admirable book on the Monster, 
written by the wife of the chief official of the Canal, I 
was interested to observe that she advanced the same theory. 
Unfortunately, she didn't say how she had arrived at such 
an opinione 

Not without reason there is considerable confusion 
about the exact shape and appearance of the head, as in 
picture 13. People who cannot draw are handicapped when 
they try to sketch what they have seen. The result is 
that you get things like this. However in picture il, 
I've MADE a firm drawing out of an inchoate mass of mere 
scratches. This animal was seen off HOY in 1919. It's 
interesting because it shows, whether by accident or de- 
Sign, the oval eyes which are spoken of occasionally by 
those who have seen the Monster close to. But in picture 
15, there is a fascinating photograph taken by the exped- 
ition financed by Sir Edward Mountain in 1934: the only 
serious attempt ever made to get at the Monster's secret. 
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There is no indication of distance or size about this photograph 
- which I've simplified by leaving out all but essentials. But if 
one keeps one's wits it can be made to render certain helpful facts, 
I don't think there need be much doubt that it is indeed the head, 
and that it's leaning AWAY from the camera. Also, assuming those 
ripples to be some four to six inches high - there would be much less 
smooth water if *+!.zy nad been any bigger - that gives the neck a 
lengtn or tour to six feet, which coincides with the generality of 
observations. 

Most people speak of the animal's face bring flat, am a good 
many say it is snake-like: which really means very little, as 
clearly all snakes do not look alike. In strictly private hands, 
unfortunately, there is an extraordinary series of photographs which 
show the head very clearly. To my grief and loss, I have not seen 
them, but I talk from an absolutely reliable source. The head is | 
said to look like that of a retriever dog. | 

The heads of these animals do vary. Picture 16 gives the head 
of the Valhalla Monster, from a drawing made by Nicoll himself. He 
described it as being like that of a turtle. This turtle suggestion 
is doubly interesting because of the huge turtles I mentioned a short 
while ago. On the night of the day on which this animal was seen the 
Valhalla was passed by some huge animal swimming just under the sur- 
face. It was described as being just like a submarine. The submar- 
ines of those days were some forty to fifty feet long. The 
Kontiki raft had the same experience. 

It is just possible that one of these incredible tortoises has 
been seen on land. Known to New Zealand natives as Moha-Moha it 
was inspected on land and actually touched, by an Englishworen, Her 
drawing of it looks like nothing on earth: indeed it is uscless. 

But the head is identical. The next pictures, number 17 and 18 are 
of the animal seem by H.M.S. Daedalus in 1848, one of the most fam- 
ous of all Sea Serpents, and one which makes determined sceptics 
bend over backwards in their efforts to explain it away. In picture 
19 are three heads. The one in the centre is of our friend from 
Loch Nesse The dark one in the right hand comer is also of him; 
face on to the observer but lying flush with the water, and engaged 
in the very human occupation of opening and shutting his mouth with- 
out any apparent purpose, By the way, he is strictly silmt; never 
having been known to utter a sound. The one on the left was seen by 
the officers of the Campania in 1907. The curious similarity of the 
little snail-like horns is notewrthy. It's only of late that re- 
ports of horns on the Monster have begun to come in. 
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His tail is usually described as being short and stout, and 
there is general agreement that it has four flippers, though it is 
not clear what they are likee 

What then is its general appearance? The diagram in picture 20, 
may be some help. It's an echo recording taken by accident in 1954. 
It shows - whatever it is - something that kept pace for about half 
a mile, with the drifter that took the picture. It was about 480 ft 
down, but as it was moving all the time it is impossible to say how 
long it was. The sound rays have gone right through it to the bottom 
of the loch, which they could not do if it was a solid like a tree 
trunk. It was emphasised by the makers cof the instrument who at 
once tested it, that this was a perfectly gmuine sounding picture 
and not faked in any way. It may be of a shoal of fish - that mst 
not be overlooked, but it's unlike any known to the makers or users 
of the instrument. The black blod, by the way, on that might be the 
head, is a blemish and should be ignored, 

The Monster has been seen ashore. Picture 21 is from @ drawing 
by the man who saw it crossing the road in front of him. He gave its 
length as about twenty feet. Assuming that to be the approximate 
appearance of the Monster, it fits in mtirely with other accounts, 
it does not however follow that it is the only one of its kind in the 
Loch. There seems little doubt that the full growm adult must be 
somewhere between 60 and 70 ft; perhaps even larger. 

The only questions which remain are how did it get and what is 
it? Well there is just no apparent answer to the first. It's not in 
the least likely that it could make its way, or rather that they could 
make their way, up the canals. It's almost as wnlikely that the 
River Ness would offer a road, though it's not impossible. It's not 
probable that there are underground passages to the sea. If there 
were normal ones the Loch would drain itself down to sea level and 
then become brackish, If there were unusual ones, they would have 
to be high up on the underwater walls of the Loch - so as to avoid 
water enough pressure in the tunnel ~ to create a siphon, and once 
more drain the loch. And they they would have to rise again over 
the Loch water level eee but it's too complicated. 

They might ee. repeat might ... go overland to the sea, They 
venture ashore with great readiness, and one lochside resident speaks 
of children playing by the water in the old days always establishing 
a sentinel for fear they should be caught by the Beastie. It seems 
much easier to assume that the animals have always lived there: after 
all, the Loch is big enough, Coherent accounts of them, by the way, 
go back to the 17th century. 
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As to what it is, now there you have me. Oudemans, the man who 
wrote the book on Sea Serpents to end all books on Sea Serpents, 
assumbed that "it" was a Sea Serpent that had got into the Loch by 
the Canal: Af¥er all, there was a Secretary to the Admiralty in 
1812 who wanted to sail a frigate up the Niagara Falls. Note 
Oudemans Sea Serpent was not the SS of Classic lore, the huge snake 
that nipped mariners off ships. It was a long-necked, long-tailed 
animal like that shown in picture 22, indeed, in many ways similar to 
Nessiee Evidence continues to bear him out in the main features of 
his postulated animal, to which he gave the tremendous name of 
Megophias Megophias (Raffinesque) Oudemannsii. 

Oudemans decided that his Megophias Megophias was one of the 
pinnipeds; a huge and long-necked, long-tail variant of the seal 
family; and therefore a mammal. The Sea Serpent unquestionably is 
a mammal because the presence of hair on specimens seen is constantly 
noted. I spoke to a Clyde yachtsman whose vessel was bumped by a huge 
underwater shape at least forty feet long, who said it was covered 
with reddish hair four inches long. Another authority, not myself, 
speaks of seeing the Loch Ness Monster moving in frosty weather, and 
leaving -a clear trail of breath across the water. I mention this 
with reserve. I know the person, and did not form a very good opin- 
ion of his veracity. 

It has been suggested that the Monster is a Batrachian, a 
nightmare variant of the Newt family. This is supposed by the cur- 
ious crest occasionally seen which would correspond to that displayed 
by the normal newt in the breeding scason, 

It is also suggested that it might be a giant reptile, but 
here trouble begins. Long ago the reptiles decided that only the 
fool of its family went to sea, and they became strictly land bound. 
A seagoing reptile therefore is unlikely, but if it should prove to 
be one, it is going to have some difficulty in establishing its line 
of descent. Loch Ness has never yielded any fossil bones of its 
ancestors - and by now it shculd be full of them. Unless, of course, 
the Beast or Beasts get in from outside. 

There is nothing against such a lost world survival. The 
Coelacanths the horseshoe crab and the lumg fish indeed the fish of 
fish and chips are all stonishing survivals. The Sphencion has shom 
that a break of a period or two in the supply of fossil bones doesn't 
mean that the genus has died out, 

Of course its an article of faith with Zoologists that the 
Giant land animals had died out before the coming of Man. Like all 
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articles of Faith, it has to be buttressed by dogma. 

catchphrases being - "Mysterious death of the Giant reptiles", 
“Alternations of climate making survival impossiblé’ and so on, and all 
very very doubtful, 

In the Juan de Puea Straits is a rock drawing of what can only 
be a Plesioraus. Within modern times South American Indians. kept a 
giant sloth in a cave - a Burmese legend has it that at one time 
snakes were so large that they swallowed live elephants. These 
struggled so that their legs broke through the walls of the snakes 
stomach and they thereupon walked off with their astonished captor. 
If that's not a Brontosavrus how could a simple mind describe one better? 

It is possible that the Dragan killed by Daniel was some form of 
giant reptile. There is some evidence that the Siberian Mammoth 
might still survive. 

It has been suggested that the Monster is a Plesioreus,. In 
many ways there is resemblance, but its not close enough. The 
Plesioraus had a small long head, prominent teeth, slender neck and 
no tail to speak of, The Monster has a short head, not particularly 
noticeable teeth - I've never come across a single rention - neck 
short and thick =~ tail prominent. 

Until the animal is examined carefully it is impossible to say 
what it is. It is much easier to say what it isn't. 

The Monster is not a seal. The Monster is large, seals are 
small. The Monster is silmt, seals are noisy, they shout and bark, 
The Monster is reserved and seals are curious. The Monster swims 
in long direct reaches, often extending to some miles, seals never do 
this, They are utterly unpredictable in open water. The Monster 
shows long stretches of his back, seals never or wery, very rarely 
show anything but their heads, Further seals have no humps, img 
necks, or tails. 

The Monster is not an eel. There meed:, be no secret about the 
gigantic eels, postulated by the six foot elver dragged up by the 
Dana in 1930. As the normal elver is only a few inches in length a 
6 foot effort means a full grown eel of anything up to sixty ora 
hundred feet. One such has been seen, by the ship Trooper in or 
about 1905. It was dead and it was said to have ears. These were 
actually the gill frames floating out from the side of the eels head - 
a commonly observed phenomenon. Due to the formation of the cels 
body it can bend sideways, but not upwards or dowmvards - therefore 
it could never duplicate the swans neck effect so often spoken about. 

Neither could the eel possibly reproduce the humps and for the 
same reason. They do undulate on the surface, while lying on their 





sides. But the Monster does not undulate. Its humps keep their 
positions as one witness described it - like a string of barrels. 
Even — and note this - when the line of humps has been observed to 
double back an itself. An cel couldn't possibly do this, because, 
its only flexible laterally. 

The porpoise is also impossible as in picture twenty three. Its 
dorsal fin would betray it perpetually. While its undulatry motion - 
though more apparent than seal - is again contrary to all know act- 
ions of the Monster. The sea serpent like the Monster has length’ 
without breadth. In rough weather its supple body rides the waves, 
thus giving it the illusion of powering itself along like a snake on 
land. It has no mechanism to do this, of course, but you can sce 
how the sea serpent came to be regarded as a snake. 

The Monster could not be a whale, from its head in picture 
twenty four, An effort has been made to collate the Sir Edward 
Mountain photos with the dorsal fin of an red killer whale. But the 
whale theory is out of the question. Whales blow and they could be 
heard for miles on Loch Ness. Their dorsal fin would perpetually 
betray them, as it would a shark, and neither whale nor shark would 
live long in fresh water. 

There are various others, all unlikely or impossible. To find 
out for sure if anything unusual lives in the loch would cost at 
least £20,000, perhaps very much more. To capture it would entail 
a fortune and would probably be impossible. But wntil some sustaincd 
effort has been made the burden of disproof of the MonskerS existence 
now rests on the unbeliever, 
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THE OTHER SIDE OF THE MOON Post Free 11/6 or $2.00 








The recent successful attempt by a Soviet Space Craft to 
photograph the other side of the Moon, has resulted in the public- 
ation of a 4O page book of diagrams and photographs, which has now 
been translated into English and is being published during February. 


For those who want to know exactly how the task was accomplished 
with details of the design of the interplanctary craft, the taking 
and the transmission of the photographs and the like, this is an 
invaluable work. 


When one bears in mind exactly how many years mankind has had 
to wait for details of what the other side of the moon looks like, 
it will be realised how important a work this is. 





